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packages at Buffalo, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
after February 10, 1920, from New Orleans, La., and transported from the
State of Louisiana into the State of New York, and charging adulteration in
violation of the I'ood and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part, ¢ Sar-
dines in Salt Packed by Sherwood Sea Food Company, San Pedro, Calif.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the label in that it consisted wholly
or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance, and was unfit
for food.

On May 29, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condermnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. BavrL, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

8040. Misbranding of Knoxit. U. S§. * * * v, 4 Boxes, More or Less, of
Knoxit. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruc-
tionn, (F. & D. No. 9839. I. 8, No. 6870-r. 8. No. C~1091.)

On March 8, 1919, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Missouri, acting upon a rcpoct by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel, and on June 2. 1919,
an amended libel, for the seizure and condemnation of 4 boxes of Knoxit at
St. Joseph, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about October
22, 1918, by the Beggs Mfg. Co., Chicago, Ill., and transported from the State
of Illinois into the State of Missouri, and Ch‘ll“lﬂ‘r nusblandmw m violation
of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted of a dilute aqueous solution containing
glycerin, zinec acetate, and hydrastis, perfumed with oil of rose.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel in that cer-’
tain statements regarding the curative or therapeutic effects of the article,
appearing cn the carton inclosing, in the circular accompanying, and on the
label on the boitle containing the article, falsely and fraudulently represented
the article to be a prophylactic, and to be effective as a remedy for gonor-
rheea, leucorrheea, catarrbal affections of the eye, nose, throat, and genito-urinary
organs, inflammmation, hemorrhoids, ulcers, eyes, and throat, whereas, in truth
and in fact, it was not effective.

On December 19, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the plopeltv, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

L. D. Bawr, Acting Secr ctcwy of Agriculture.

8041, Misbranding of Hnoxit, U, 8 * * * v. 5 Dozen Botiles, More or
Less, of Knoxit. Defauit decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (. & D, No. 8927. I 8. No. 6881-r. 8. No. C-1114,)

On March 21, 1919, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Missouri, acting upon a report Dy the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of a certain quantity of a certain article, labeled in part “ Knoxit,”
at St. Joseph, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about Novem-
ber 3, 1918, by the Beggs Mfg. Co., Chicago, 111., and transported from the State of
Iilinois into the State of Missouri, and chavging misbranding in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act, as amended, '

Analysis of a gsample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted of u dilute aqueous solution containing
glycerin, zinc acetate, and hydrastis, pelfumed with oil of rose.



40 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY. [Supplement 01,

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel in that cer-
tain statements regaldmv the curative and thempeutxc effects of the artmle,
appearing in the circular accompanying, on the carton enclosmg, and on ‘the
label on the bottles contalmng the article, falsely and fraudulent]y representea ;
the article to be a prophylactxc and to be a remedy for gonorrheea, blennorrhoe‘t

catarrhal affections of the eye, nose, thloat and genito-urinary organs, mﬁmn-
mation hemorrhoids, ulcers, eyes and thm‘lt whereas, in truth and in fa ct,
it was not effective.

- On December 9, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

. D. BarL, Acting Secretary of Agi wultu,e

8042, Misbranding of Gon-nor. U, -S. * * * v, 120 Bottles Containing &
Preoduct Called Gon-nor., Consent decree of condemnation and
forfeiture. Product released on bond. (I*. & D. No. 11168. I. S, No,
17028-r. 8. No. E-1688.) o

On September 16, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Porto
Rico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of a certain quantity of a certain article, labeled in part ‘“Gon-nor,”
at San Juan, P. R., alleging that the article had been shipped on November 12,
1618, by the Occidental Medicine Co., Arecibo, P. R., and offered for sale and
sold in Porto Rico, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drug's
Act, as amended. ’

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of an aqueous solution contalnmd
acetates and sulphates of zinc and lead and extractives of catechu and wild-
cberry bark. _ ,

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel in that certain statements
regarding the curative and therapeutic effects of the article, appearing on the
carton enclosing, in the circular accompanying, and on the label on the bottle
containing the article, falsely and fraudulently represented the article to be
effective as an astringent on the mucous membranes of the urethra in acute
gonorrheea, chronic gonorrheea, urethritis, fluxes, and catarrhs of the urethral
tract, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not effective.

On May 26, 1920, J. M. Blanco & Co., Inc, claimant, having consented to the
entry of the decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the product be delivered to the claimant upon
the payment of the costs of the proceedings and the filing of a bond, in con-
formity with section 10 of the act.

E. D. BaLx, Acting Seéretam/ of Agriculture.

8048, Misbranding of Gon-nor. U, 8. * * ¥ v, 60 Bottles Containing a
Preduct Called Gon-nor. (F. & D. No. 11169. I. 8. No. 17029-r, 8. No.
2-1689.)

On September 16, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Porto
Rico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Sourt of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of a certain quantity of a certain article, labeled in part * Gon-nor,”
at San Juan, P. R., alleging that the article had been shipped some time between
November 13, 1918, and September 16, 1919, by the Occidental Medicine Co.,
Arecibo, P. R., and offered for sale and sold in Porto Rico, and charging mis-
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. '



